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1
Decision/action requested

The group is asked to discuss this document
2
References

[1]
S5-211320: Generic Plug and Connect

[2]
S5-211530: Generic Plug and Connect
3
Discussion
At SA5#135e, a new WID proposal (S5-211320 [1]) has been discussed, revised several times (rev1 to rev6) and finally agreed via email approval. Its final version is in S5-211530 [2].
The following observations can be made:

1. The email approval of S5-211320rev6 started on Feb. 4th and stopped on Feb. 5th at 4:00 pm CET, leaving thus very little time to carefully check the content, especially for people located in the US;
2. During SA5#135e, we made a request, over the SA5 email exploder, to make an explicit mention of ONAP and O-RAN in the WID objectives, as these two open source projects have already started working on this and achieved valuable results which shall not be ignored, to avoid different standard  specifications for the same topic;

3. There was reluctance to this from one company, claiming that they would object the WID if an explicit mention of ONAP and O-RAN is left in the WID objective. Thereafter, this explicit mention has been deleted from the WID objectives and the resulting revision was sent out for email approval and agreed after a short email approval period.
After further thoughts, we still do think that an explicit mention of ONAP and O-RAN in the WID objectives is needed for the following reasons:
· SA5 should work together with other standardization groups and open source projects to avoid standards fragmentation, double work, and different specifications to the same topics. These joint working activities shall be explicitly stated in WIDs when applicable;
· ONAP and O-RAN have already achieved significant results on Plug-and-Play / Plug-and-Connect;

· The fact that one company is not a member of O-RAN should not make it possible to object a WID only because O-RAN is mentioned in the WID. Many other standardization groups also request membership to be able to access / download their documentation. Not all companies are members of all of these standardization groups. That should not be a blocking point. Otherwise all future efforts to harmonize with another external group may be blocked from at least one company unless this company within SA5 belongs to that external standardization or open source group;
· The proposal which was made by this company to replace ‘… open source projects such as e.g. ONAP and O-RAN’ by ‘… projects if applicable’ is too vague, too broad, and can be the cause of lengthy discussions later when contributions related to O-RAN will be provided.

4
Proposal

It is proposed to change the existing last WID objective from ‘•
Strive for harmonization with relevant standardization groups and projects if applicable’ to ‘•
Strive for harmonization with relevant standardization groups and open source projects as ONAP and O-RAN’.

